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Interview Summary 



ApplicationTJo^^ 

09/700,475 



Examiner 
Steve Alvo 



Applicant(s) 

EVANS ET AL. 



Art Unit 

1731 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Steve Alvo. f3 Ws. Pamela Politis . 

(2) Mr. Christopher Lewis . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 13 December 2003 . 

Type: a)gi Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-26 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: All applied . 

Agreement with respect to the claims 0D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
!t!w!?, V ™ (See MPEP Section 713 04 )- lf a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



STEVE ALVO 
PR^Y EXAMINER 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-413 (Rev. 11-02) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 14. 



^^Summary of Record of Interview Requirea^fcs 

A lZtl P ?T E f a , mlnln 9 Pro «dure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

^rr^ a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 

nung ravoraDie act.on must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1,111, 1.135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 



ah k • - t u ii. r, 37 CFR § 1 - 2 Business to be transacted in writinq 

any a„e 3 ed era, prcnise, -pA££^^ * M ^ N ° b ° Paid * 



incc m p,te T L a u^ "he' t^^S£S££^ Sws M °" * B ^ ™< h the ° f « Ce " that ^ d is itself 

the examiie'r MlSS^^mal^^ °' ^ the SUbStance ° f an interview of record in the file, unless 

^bSSSHTt! quest If pafentabNity ^'^ * resp ° nsiblli, y to see ,hat such a reoo ' d is ™ d * to correct material inaccuracies 

interview S^^TfS^bS!^^^^ '"'^ 3 ° f SUbStanCe haS been dis0Ussed durin 9 the 

imm^ l V Tnt " '■ an E * aminerS Amendment ' n0 se P ara 'e '^view Summary Record is required. ' 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^^Xn™ T agre ! men ! was : eached and if s °. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

~£^WS^tXSKT beln9 ""™ able> ' Note As,eement as '° aib "* 18 « — 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

interview unfeS wi„ not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the 

substance of the interview SUpplemented b * the a PP" cant or the rammer to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 

n aSSSH e n r f r t e h cordation ° f 4he ^bstance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 

7 1 H on f ? n ( lh natUre 0f any e!(hibit shown or an V demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) SSrSS^ ° f 3 SUbS,antiVe " atUre d,scusse d « «»— *~ are a.ready described on the 

5) a bnef identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

Lui It T The oM h need n0t "f ' engt l y ° r e ' ab0rate - A Verba,im or hi 9 h| y detailed ^upton °f the arguments is not 

S, J a h n e den * a °V° *? arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 

^^ssitzss^s! , !! co t? f , he appiioa,ion fne - of course > me ma ' **• * x *s 

e\ . °*tn! 1 T "8 um «n*» w h'ch he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 
6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

ttaEr." 9Sneral reSU ' tS ° r ° UtC ° me ° f thS interVi6W ' Un ' eSS already described in the lrlterview Summary Form completed by 
accurate,^^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

^™JwM^Ltto?VZ°!^J^T °! ',""*?,' sh00ld 8ena ■ s «"9 *»« th« examine v.r*, n of h. 



2 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-413) A 4fc . .. t . „, „„, 

i ,w / Application No. 09/700,475 



Continuation of Substance of Inteiview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 

outsTdTST a ifinf a ? ml°c t any u 0ther C0 ^ m t ntS: !* WaS ar9ued that claim 1claimed a rati0 of 1=15 to 1:2 which was 
? 1 f U« m nl? 1! ? H ^r 4 V T' the Exam,ner pointed out that the daim called for ab0 "t 1:15 which read on 
JLSSZ f Ii! ^ P 6d ° Ut that daim 1 d0es not ca " for P U| P and could read on mecahnical pulp Examiner4 
mS^ns ntZ«Z*T ^ P/°P osed a ™ ndments to the composition claims seemed to be different tS Te 
S fmJ S- ?« fi P ' m ! and requ,red an election between the composition claims 1-19 and 26 and the metod 

claims 20-25. Mr. Lewis agreed to elect method claims 20-25. 
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